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In Hungary only the peace of Pozsarévác (Passarovic) in 1718 has Number of the 
put an end to the Turkish rule. During the Turkish rule — lasting P°PuIation in 
more than a century and a half — the population óf the country has 
suffered an extraordinary decrease. The nation was weakened not only 
by the almost permanent wars against the Turks but also by the rene­
wing struggles fought for freedom of faith and for national existence 
against its dinasty that was never able to comprehend the ideals of the 
nation. Hence it is not surprising that the census of 1720 has found on 
the territory of the present Hungary — excluding Croatia-Slavonia — only 
two and a h a l f  miliőn (2,582.000) persons. This thin population was very 
unevenly distributed in the land. The regions on the right side of the 
Danube and the Plane-land which have suffered the most from the Turks 
were nearly depopulated — their population living mostly in the Northern 
and I ransylvanian highlands. For illustration it may be mentioned, that 
county Fejér including the city Székesfehérvár had in 1720 altogether a 
population of 20.702 and Tolna only 13.552. In the large county Bács- 
Bodrog including the municipal towns lived no more than 30.868 souls 
while on the whole territory of the present counties Békés, Csanád and 
Csongrád only 20.179. But the population was still more gone from the 
three counties at the confluence of the Tisza, Maros and Danube. The 
population of these — now inhabited by more than one and a half million 
— can not be estimated in that time (after the number of villages and 
houses that remained) higher than 30.000. Ön the other hand in the 
Highlands the population was relatively thick. For example in county 
Nyitra 125,833, in Hont 63.278 persons were counted. This gives an 
average density of 22'8 and 24 per square kilometer. Thus the density 
of population in these counties was not much less befor two hundred 
years as it is to-day in Beszterce-Naszód (29'5) or Csik (28'8).
l) Translated by J. György of Ikland, Ph. D. of Harvard Univ.
3population could increase greatly in its original territory — along with 
a large emigration to the Plane.
There is to Hungary therefore in the course of the 18-th century 
an immigration similar to that to America. Of the 1,900.000 Germans 
living in Hungary the ancestors of round 1,000.000 have come in since 
the 18-th century. Adding to this the 200.000 Jews of German mother- 
tongue the number rises to 1,200.000 — remaining only 700.0G0 who 
are earlier inhabitants. According to Alexis Fényes there were settled 
from 1765 till 1785 on the crown-lands alone 17.000 German families 
that is about 85.000 persons. The proportions of the Roumanian immigration 
are manifest from the fact that the Roumanian population of Transyl­
vania has increased from 250.000 in 1700 to 800.000 in 1794. As to the 
outpouring of the Roumanians from Transylvania to the Plane it suffices 
to mention that while the population of the 5 counties at the angle of 
Tisza and Maros was in 1720 only 45.000, in 1787 it was already 774.000 
but with a relative majority of the Roumanians. The Servians have 
taken refuge in Hungary in great masses already at the end of the 
17-th century. Under the lead of the patriarch Csernovics about 70—
80.000 of them entered Hungary. In the 18-th century their swarming 
in was so great that in consequence of it, according to Schwicker, 
Old-Serbia became almost depopulated and got only later an immigrant 
Albanian population. Ihe number of those Servians who came in then 
and later is estimated by Scwicker at 400.000, — a great part of these 
however has settled in Croatia-Slavonia. The Bunyevác and Sokác people 
of Szabadka, Bács-Bodrog and Baranya came also in the 18-th 
century from Bosnia and Hercegovina, while Croatians have moved to 
the western frontier and settled among the Germans and Hungarians. 
The present number of all these amounts yet to 150.000, therefore it 
could not have been small when they immigrated.
Figures to indicate in what masses the Slovaks and Ruthenians 
have poured down in this time to the Plane are not known. Still the 
extent of their movement may be conjectured from the fact that beyond 
the Danube, on the Plane and, in general, outside of the Slovak region 
there are to be found to-day 320.000 persons of Slovak mother-tongue, 
whose predecessors have left their original home all since the 18-th century. 
But their downpouring must have been much greater than that to be 
guessed after this number. A great part of them namely was spread among 
and afterwards assimilated by the Hungarians. Thus e. g. the Hungarian 
towns Kiskőrös and Nyíregyháza had formerly a Slovak-speaking popu­
lation. The downfloving wave of the Ruthenians may be measured after 
the number of the 160—180.000 such Greek-Catholic Hungarians in the
l*
4north-east comer of the Plane who are inserted between other denomi­
nations and have no direct connections to the Ruthenians of the same 
creed. These are the remainders of the Ruthenians who have descen­
ded from the north-eastern highland to the Plane. As the descending 
Slovaks and Ruthenians were replaced by their kindred immigrating 
from neighbouring countries the number of those whose forefathers 
have immigrated into Hungary since the 18-th century may be put at 
least to 300.000 among the Slovaks and to 150.000 among the Ruthenians.
Of the less nations the Bulgarians in the south are new immigrants 
just like the Czech-Moravians dispersed all over the country. Of the 
Poles only those in county Árva are older settlers. Most of the gipsies 
have come in also during the two last centuries. Alone the Wends 
have lived mostly already under the Turkish rule in their present land.
On the basis of the ahove the following statistics can be made of 
the nationalities of Hungary in past and present:
Herefrom
Nationality
Aggregate
Immigrants since 
the 18-th century Earlier inhabitants
number in figures in °/o in figures in °lo
G e r m a n ................ 1,901.000 1,200.000 63-1 701.000 36-9
Slovak .................... 1,946.000 300.000 15-4 1,646.000 84-6
Roumanian . . . . 2,948.000 1,500.000 50-9 1,448.000 49-1
Ruthenian . . . . 464.000 150.000 32'3 314.000 67-7
C ro a tia n ................ 182.000 80.000 44-0 102.000 56-0
Servian.................... 462.000 400.000 86-8 62.000 13-2
Bunyevác, Sokác 88.000 88.000 100-0 — —
W e n d .................... 75.000 3.000 4-0 72.000 96-0
Bulgarian................ 23.000 23.000 100-0 — —
Czech-Moravian . . 31.000 31.000 100-0 — —
P o l i s h .................... 38.000 20.000 52-6 18.000 47-0
G ip s y .................... 109.000 60.000 55'0 49.000 45-0
O t h e r .................... 10.000 10.000 100-0 — —
Total . . 8,277.000 3,865.000 46-7 4,412.000 53-3
As it is shown here, nearly half of the non-Hungarian nationalities 
descends from parents who have immigrated after the Turks were 
expelled. Most of the other part also can not claim an earlier right 
than the Hungarians as it is testified by the chronicles of immigration 
under and before the Turkish era.
The regular census under Josef II in 1785—87 has numbered in 
Hungary already 8,003.000 persons. Thus the population has increased 
in 67 years with 5,400.000, that is with 210°/o. Clearly such a quick 
increase of the population under normal conditions is hardly thinkable
Number of 
population in 
1787.
5because it would suppose almost a yearly growth of 2°/o. For such a 
long period interrupted by long wars of the Turks, of the Austrians 
and others the natural increase could not possibly be so consistently 
high. Therefore this great increase can be explained only by the extra­
ordinary immigration, one period of which, the era of systematic government- 
colonisation, is closed exactly with 1787, the year of the census
"I he increase was greatest of course — in the counties most 
devastated whereto the immigration also became the greatest. Thus the 
population of »Temesköz« has gone up in 67 years from 30.000 to
565.000, that of the counties Békés-Csanád-Csongrád from 20.000 to
167.000, that of Bács-Bodrog from 31.000 to 227.000. On the other 
hand the population of the western and north-western counties has not 
.even doubled, — the increase in Transylvania was also only 73°/o.
A regular census there has not been again in Hungary until 1850 Number of 
when the Austrian government has taken it. This time the number of p“puiation in 
the whole population was found to be 11,554.000. The increase in the 
63 years since 1787 was only 3,551.000, amounting to 44-40/0. further census.
Paying no attention to the census of the same decade in 1857 we 
pass to those that were executed by the renewed constitutional govern­
ment of Hungary. According to these the civil-population of the 
■country was (without Fiume):
in 1869 . . . . . .  13,561.000
» 1880 .................. 13,729.000
» 1890 .................. 15,133.000
» 1900 .................. 16,684.000
» 1910 . • . . . . 18,094.000
In this period the growth of the population has been normal save the 
decade of 1869 — 1880 when the ravages of pestilence have depressed 
the sum of increase. It was necessary thus to trace the historic move­
ment of the population for making intelligable the nationalistic texture 
of the population in Hungary.
From the census-papers of 1720 Ignatius Acsády has calculated after 
the names on roll the numbers of the several nationalities living then in 
Hungary. His figures are these:
Hungarians . . . .
G erm ans................
Slovaks-Ruthenians 
Servians-Croatians . 
Roumanians . . .
Total .
7°
1,160.000 44’9
338.000 13-1
455.000 17-6
124.000 4-8
505.000 19-6
2,582.000 100-0
Development of 
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and non-Hun­
garian inhabi­
tants since 1720.
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6To this position has depressed the Turkish rule o f one and a 
half century Hungary, the population o f which has been o f Hungarian 
tongue at least to 75—80°Io in the age o f king Mathias Hunyady. The 
Hungarians who have built the State, have fallen into minority even in 
the motherland herself because to Turks were devastating just the 
best Hungarian regions, while the non-Hungarians enjoyed a peaceful 
increase and were strengthened also by permanent immigration. In 
Transylvania e. g. in 1700 the Roumanian priests themselves estima­
ted the population only to °00-250.000, but in 1730 there are coun­
ted already 80.000 Roumanian families of serves that means about
400.000 persons.
The census of 1787 has not inquired after the nationality nor did 
the names enrolled remain. Yet the number of the Hungarians can be 
conjectured on the basis of the Hungarian percentage in the counties in 
1830 ascertained by Alexis Fényes with the help of church-lists. Accor­
ding to this calculation the number of Hungarians in 1787 may be put 
to 3,122.000 being 39°/o of the total population (8,003.000). This cal­
culation must approach the truth very near because Schwartner too in 
1805 has estimated the Hungarians to 3 millions and Bisinger at the 
same time in his Generalstatistik to 3,340.000.
Thus in spite of the exceptionally great development of the Hun­
garian population within these 67 years — in consequence of the 
enormous influx of non-Hungarians — its percentage has fallen from 
44-90/0 to 39°/o. In this we find the explanation of the denationalisation 
of this era.
But the germanising orders of Joseph II have roused the energies 
of the slumbering nation into vigorous reaction. From this time on the 
Hungarians struggle for lheir language formerly suppressed by the Latin 
and then menaced by the German. The result of the struggle was the 
gradual prevalence of the Hungarian first in the Parliament and in 
official use then in social intercourse too. At that time the non-Hun­
garians of the country had nothing to say against this change. It was 
only the Croatian deputies who have stuck to the Latin. On the other 
hand it is a fact of history, that for a few years in the church-district 
of Zágráb the books of matriculation were written in Hungarian and the 
Hungarian tongue was at home also within the ecclesiastical life of the 
Roumanian Church in Transylvania.
The Hungarian language was spreading not only among the higher 
and educated classes but also among the non-Hungarian peasents of 
the Plane, -  as it is shown by the statistical treaties of Fényes and 
of two Austrian authorities namely Czoernig and Ficker.
7As the result of this process the census of 1850 — tho’ it has 
taken most of the Jews for a separate nationality — has found
4,812.000 =  41'6°/o Hungarians in the aggregate population of
11,554.000. Thus the percentage of the Hungarians has improved with 
more theft 2 6°/o in spite of the still continuing immigration and of 
the bloody national war for freedom in 1848—49.
The censuses of 1857 and 1869 did not investigate the nationalities. 
But Charles Keleti on the ground of the enrollment of schoolable children 
has put the number of Hungarians in 1869 to 6,170.000 that is 45 5°/o 
of the whole population of 13,561.000. Since 1880 the censuses take 
regularly notice of the mother-tongue also. The proportion of the Hun­
garians gradually grew till it reached 54'5°/o in 1910. Summing up the 
above the development of Hungarians and non-Hungarians since 1720 
is this:
Herefrom
Year Aggregate of civil population
number percentage 
of the Hungarians
number 
of the non-
percentage
Hungarians
1720 . . 2,582.000 1,160.000 44-9 1,422.000 55-1
1787 . . . 8,003.000 3,122.000 39-0 4,881.000 61-0
1850 . . 11,554.000 4,812.000 41-6 6,742.000 58’4
1869 . . 13,561.000 6,170.000 45'5 7,391.000 54-5
1880 . . 13,729.000 6,404.000 46'6 7,325.000 53-4
1890 . . 15,133.000 7,357.000 48-6 7,776.000 5T4
1900 . . . 16,684.000 8,586.000 5T5 8,098 000 48-5
1910 . . . 18,094.000 9,869.000 54'5 8,225.000 45-5
After having shown in details how the Hungarians at the begin­
ning of this period -  despite of their fast growth -  could have lost b e r e i f *  
so much of their proportional strength, now it remains to be demonstrated devel°pment 
that the consistant proportional increase o f the Hungarians since 1787 
is not the result o f any violent Hungarianising but a natural outcome 
dependent on the geographical and economic unity of the land, on the 
central position of the Hungarians, on the direction of inner migrations, 
on the character of emigration, and at last, on the greater selfpropagative 
force of the Hungarians.
Since there are statistical data about the nationalities it can be 
ascertained from that the natural increase of the Hungarians is greater t a r a n ^ e  
both in absolut number and in percentage than that of all the other H of the 
nationalities together. The movement of population after the introduction unsar,ans" 
•of the state-registration was the following:
8Herefrom
Year Total of increase of Hungarians inerease of non-Hungarian
natural increase in number in °/o in number in °/o
1896 . 192.008 103.812 54-1 88.196 45-9
1897 . 197.952 115.057 58-1 82.895 41-9
1898 . 157.519 99.595 63-2 57.924 36-8
1899 . 195.821 104.447 53-3 91.374 467
1900 . 205.932 114.368 55'5 91.564 44-5
Aver, o f1896 —1900 . 189.846 107.461 56-6 82.385 43-4
1901 . 211.418 119.503 56-5 91.915 43-5
1902 . 197.649 111.336 56-3 86.313 437
1903 . 178.965 101.679 56-8 77.286 43-2
1904 . 210.747 114.574 54-4 96.173 45'6
1905 . 134.552 71.570 53-2 62.982 46‘8
Aver, o f 1901 —-1905 . 186.666 103.733 5 5'6 82.933 44-4
1906 . 195.587 109.286 55'9 86.301 44-1
1907 . 187.081 107.784 57'6 79.297 42-4
1908 . 208.930 123.466 59-2 * 85.464 40-8
1909 . 210.688 119.622 56-8 91.066 432
1910 217.990 130.247 59'7 87.743 40-3
Aver, o f1906—-1910 204.055 118.081 57-9 85.974 42-1
1911 . 183.076 111.046 60-6 72.030 39*4
1912 . 239.969 138.292 57'6 101.677 42-4
1913 . 207.638 123.447 59'4 84.191 40-6
1914 . 208.941 126.030 60-3 82.911 39-7
Aver, o f 1911--1914 . 209.906 124.704 59-4 85,202 40-6
Accordingly, the percentage of the Hungarians in the natural in­
crease has been greater in every year than their proportion in the- 
aggregate of the population. This latter was namely 5T4°/o in 1900 
and 54-5°/o in 1910. The quinquennial averages pass with about 4°/o 
over the rate of census and, while the number of increase of the 
Hungarians grows absolutely too, that of the non-Hungarians stagnates.
We have no older figures about the movement of population 
according to nationalities, but backward to some decads the greater 
power of multiplying of the Hungarians could be confirmed with the 
greater rates of increase of the counties and regions having a Hungarian 
majority. We have no reason to be in doubt about that this greater 
power Of natural multiplying of the Hungarians existed even in the 
past, the rather as a much less part of the Hungarian people lived 
formerly in towns, for the affluence into the towns has a very diminishing 
effect on the power of multiplying.
9Nevertheless the natural increase itself does not explain the enor­
mous expansion of the Hungarians compared with the non-Hungarians. 
Much has to be ascribed to the internal migrations of the population and 
especially to the descent of the highlanders to the Plane. This down­
flow was caused not only by the depopulation of the Plane and of the 
region beyond the Danube but also by the milder climate and richer 
soil of these lands which are able to support a far thicker population 
than the highlands. This migration towards the south existed already 
before the turkish rule ; the conquest of the Turcs has only hindered it but 
not ceased. For this reason the surplus population of the highlands is 
permanently streaming down to the more advantageous flat parts of the 
country. This movement — going on also to-day — can be beautifully 
illustrated even with the records of the last census. The census-records 
namely furnish informations also about the birth-place of the people. 
Comparing the birth-place of the people from county to county it appears, 
that almost every county receives more people from its northern neigh­
bour than it gives itself. Therefore the exchange of the population is in 
most counties passiv towards the north and activ towards the south. 
One example must suffice to show this. (The names of the counties 
are arranged in the order of their geographical situation from north 
to south. The figures between the names indicate how many more 
immigrants were received by the southern counties than they have 
sent to their northern neighbours.)
Arva
1.174
Liptó
155
Zólyom
1.178
Hont
686
Esztergom
98
Fejér
537
Tolna
3.155
Baranya
The region right from the Danube and the Plane are populated al­
most entirely by Hungarians. The nationalities from the highlands do
The interna! 
migrations 
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not migrate and settle in big masses, but get dispersed among the 
hundreds and thousands of Hungarian villages. Thus the permanently 
but sporadically immigrating nationalities become absorbed quickly and 
inevitably by the Hungarians. This is a natural process not to be pre­
vented by force as it is not produced by force. It is a process well 
known also in other countries, notably in the United-States, where the 
immigrant strangers surrounded by English-speaking majority adopt the 
English already in the second generation.
The above process is enhanced by the activ participation of the 
Hungarians themselves in the southward streaming. The Hungarians 
emit also large swarms from the Plane to its south-peripheries. These 
regions — before the Turkish rule, peopled by Hungarians — have re­
ceived during the 18-th century a very mixed population. In many 
places even the people of the same village speak several languages. 
Therefore the immigrating Hungarians keep their language and partly by 
their natural multiplication, partly by successiv immigrations expand also 
among the non-Hungarians.
To render this movement (generally directed from the non-Hunga­
rian regions to the Hungarians) still clearer, the change of the number 
of the population on both regions since 1720 must be pointed out. 
(See from Joseph Ajtay: »The Development of the Hungarians within 
the two last centuries«). The region of Hungarian language cannot be 
strictly limited, beause the borders of languages are intertwined and the 
former figures refer only to the counties, therefore we can only operate 
with whole counties and we take for region of Hungarian language those 
counties in which the Hungarians are at present in the majority, and those 
in which they were in undoubted majority before the Turkish rule. Accor­
dingly, for non-Hungärian counties are reckoned the following counties: 
Nyitra, Trencsén, Turóc, Árva, Liptó, Zólyom, Szepes, Sáros, then 
Máramaros, Beszterce-Naszód, Szolnok-Doboka, and at last Kis- and 
Nagy-Küküllő, Fogaras, Szeben, Alsó-Fehér, Hunyad and Krassó-Szö- 
rény. These 18 counties will be compared with the other 45 to see 
their contrasts in their population, emigration, economics and production.
The number of population on the two territories was th is:
P e r s o n s  i n  h a b i t  i n g t h e
Year Hungarian 
in numbers
region 
in  °/o
non-Hungarian region 
in numbers in °/o
1720 . . . . 1,720.000 66'6 862.000 33-4
1787 . . . . 5,822.000 72-8 2,181.000 27 2
1880 . . . . 10,674.000 77-5 3,055.000 22-5
1900x) . . . 13,255.000 78'9 3,515.000 21-1
1910x) .
1) Civil and
. . 14,442.000
military population.
79’3 3,773.000 207
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The population of the Hungarian region has multiplied since 1720 
by 739 °/o, while that of the non-Hungarian region only by 338 °/o.
If we were able to limit the Hungarian region with the actual 
limits of the language instead of the borders of the counties then the 
differences in the increase of the population would appear still much 
clearer. A few facts may prove this. The percentage of increase 
of the districts with Hungarian and non-Hungarian majority within the 
counties on the linguistic limits must be considered between 1869 and 
1910. In county of Nyitra the population of the Hungarian districts has 
grown with 36‘2°/o, while that of the non-Hungarian districts only with 
22 '3%. In county of Hont the increase of the Hungarian districts is 20' 1, 
of the non-Hungarians 4‘3 °/o. In Zemplén the figures are 256 against 
5‘5°/o, in Szatmár 26‘5 against 20-8 °/o, in Arad 3T5 against 141 °/o.
Putting together all the counties on the linguistic limits from Pozsony 
to Arad the growth of the population within 31 years in the Hungarian 
districts of these counties amounts to 24’8 °/o against 19'5°/o as the in­
crease in the non-Hungarian districts.
The cause of the inflow of the population from the non-Hungarian The internal 
region into the Hungarian can be found in the density of the popula-",igrations have
a economiction. According to the general density, in the Hungarian region 70-4, in causes, 
the non-Hungarian region 48‘5 persons live on a square-kilometer. This 
greater density of the Hungarian region however is delusive. Because 
if the density of the population is not counted in relation to the whole 
territory but only to the cultivated ground — such as arable land, gar­
dens, vinyards — then the density on the Hungarian part appears to 
be only 132 while on the non-Hungarian part it is 168. Hence this 
latter region is really much more thickly populated than the former that 
has much more cultivated land. Moreover, the cultivated land in the
non-Hungarian regions — being less fertile and too cold — is in the
most not suited for growing cereals to produce bread. O f the wheat 
and rye grown in Hungary only V10 is produced in the non-Hungarian 
region. In 1910 e. g. the total yield of wheat and rye has been
59,479.000 q and of this only 5,983.000 q were from non-Hungarian
soil. Comparing the crop with the population it appears that on the
Hungarian part there is produced yearly 3'71 q bread-cereal to every 
person while on the non-Hungarian parts only V56. Therefore the non- 
Hungarian region is unable to provide bread for its inhabitants and 
must send its surplus population to the Hungarian region where bread 
is abundant.
Even of maize — that servs in some places directly, in other 
places indirectly through the animals the alimentation of the people —
12
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relatively much more is grown on the Hungarian than on the non-Hungarian 
region. On the latter namely the produce per person is only 1'87 q 
while on the former it is 2'81 q. It is only potatoes of which the 
non-Hungarian territory grows more than the Hungarian the yearly 
yield being on the former 4’33 and on the latter 2‘21 q per head. 
Potatoes however can not substitute bread.
Beside the migration from the non-Hungarian highlands to the 
Plane, there is to be noticed still another, a movement very well known 
in every State, that is the rush from  the country to the towns. This 
movement again greatly promotes the expansion of the Hungarians 
— and does it naturally and without any violence — Simply because 
the majority of the population in the towns is Hungarian. It is a pheno­
menon experienced all over the world that the towns especially the 
large ones quickly absorb the foreign people moving into them. Thus 
Vienna assimilates the Bohemians, Berlin the Polish immigrants, Prague 
and Paris the Germans and others. The singular situation of the United- 
States too in having no nationalistic problems is chiefly due to her 
great towns which Americanise the immigrant strangers completely 
already in the second generation. In great cities even the institutions 
of cultur are unable to protect the minorities against assimilation. In 
Prague e. g. the Germans have all kinds of schools from the elemen­
tary schools on to the University, they have theater, many papers and 
strong litteratur, yet they are getting gradually absorbed by the Bohemian 
majority. In 1880 of a total population of 162.323 there were still 32.657 
that is 20T°/o, but after 30 years in 1910, there were of 221.171 only 18.753 
that is 8'5°/o Germans. But that is only the proper Prague; in the suburbs 
having about 300.000 inhabitants, the Germans are diminished still more.
In Hungary the strong Hungarian majority of urban population 
appears from the census of 1910. At that time already the population 
o f cities and towns was 3,676.855. O f this 2,848.668 that is 77'5°/o were 
o f  Hungarian mother-tongue and 3,270.218 that is 88'9°jo could speak 
Hungárián. Therefore the non-Hungarians streaming into the towns to 
find better living are anxious to learn Hungarian as the language of 
economic and social intercourse. The reasons explaining the deve­
lopment of the Hungarian into the language of communication in Hun­
gary are these: 1. the persons speaking Hungarian were always in the 
majority, 2. the internal migrations were directed from the non-Hungarian 
regions to the Hungarian, and 3. the Hungarians are standing against 
many smaller and not against one single nationality — whence the 
need for a language of common intercourse. This language for historical, 
geographical, economical and numerical causes cannot be but Hungarian.
One more fact promoting the absorption of non-Hungarians, must 
be born in mind. The above number of urban population refers only 
to towns that are so recognised by their constitution. But in Hungary 
and especially on the Plane there are also village-communities with 
large population. For example the population of Békéscsaba is 42.599, 
of Erzsébetfalva 30.970, of Kispest 30.212, and more than 20.000 people 
live in these villages: Békés, Csongrád, Orosháza, Rákospalota, Szarvas, 
Törökszentmiklós — all of them having a population of overwhelming 
Hungarian majority. We have, besides, 62 communes with more than 
10.000 inhabitants and among these communes there are 45 with a 
Hungarian majority. These villages, communities have the same effect 
in the assimilation of the immigrant strangers like the towns have. On 
the Plane, villages of big population being general, there the absorption 
of non-Hungarians goes on quicker.
The examination of the agglomeration of the nationalities — without 
regard to the constitution of the communities — gives this result: of 
the Hungarians more than 5.000 souls live in 266 communities, of the 
Germans only in 29, of the Slovaks only in 21, of the Roumanians 
only in 17, of the Servians also only in 17 communities. Thus in this 
grouping the Hungarians have an enormous advantage over the non- 
Hungarians, because the natural assimilating power of the bigger masses 
has a far greater play for the benefit of the Hungarians as it has for 
the non-Hungarians.
The growth of the Hungarian population is enhanced also by the 
greater increase of the town than the country-population. From 1890 
till 1910 the population of the towns has grown by 40'l°/o while that 
of the country only by 15'4°/o.. If in addition we count to the town- 
population all the people living in villages over a population of 10.000 
souls These villages being also mostly of Hungarian majority) in them 
we find within the last 20 years an increase of 30% but in the smaller 
villages only 14’2%. Of the whole population of the country in 1869' 
the percentage of town-population was 14'4, and in 1910 already 20'4°/o.
The progress of Hungarianisation in the towns is shown by the 
following figures: In 1880 the municipal towns had only 62% Hun­
garian population, but in 1910 already 79’5%. During the same period 
the proportion of Hungarians living in towns administered by their own 
councils has gone up from 657% to 747%. In Budapest the percen­
tage of Hungarians has jumped from 56'8 to 85’9% while in absolute 
numbers the increase was from 360.000 to 880.000. Here mainly Ger­
mans were assimilated but in great number also Slovaks descending 
from the highland. Of the population of Budapest there were about.
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■60.000 born in Slovak region and yet the census has found only 
20.359 persons of Slovak mother-tongue.
Older investigations of Alexis Fényes dating from 1839 show that 
the towns possessed this assimilating power formerly also. His figures 
refer to 126 — then existing — towns of Hungary including Croatia- 
Slavonia and the Military Frontier also, but excluding Transylvania. Of 
the 1,122.404 total of town-population then there were 527.776 (47°/o) 
Hungarians, 243.287 (217°/o) Germans, 40.454 (3‘6°/o) Roumanians and 
310.887 (277°/o) Slavs. Thus the Hungarians — though including the 
non-Hungarian Croatia — have been already then in strong relative 
majority among the town-population.
In 1910 in the same 126 towns enumerated by Fényes there were 
living altogether 3,122.297 souls and among these 2,200.456 (70'5°/o) 
Hungarians, 330.158 (10'6°/o) Germans, 47.659 (l'5°/o) Roumanians 
and 544.024 others, but almost exclusively (17'4°/o) of the Slav race 
From this the immense progress of the Hungarians among the town- 
population within these 71 years is evident.
The emigration The increase of the proportion of the Hungarian population is favo- 
1he'non-Hu°n-e r e d  n o t  only by its greater selfpropagativ energy and by the nature of 
igarfan people, internal migration but also by emigration. The emigration from Hungary 
has commenced to make greater strides since the 80-th years of the last 
century. The American emigration has spread first of all among the 
Slovak highlanders, who were used to and fond of wanderings before 
also on the Hungarian Plane as small traders or laborers. It is from 
•county Sáros that the emigration has spread to west and south and 
beyond the Danube. After 1900 people began suddenly to emigrate also 
from the south of the Plane and from the Saxon districts of Transyl­
vania. Meanwhile the emigration became stronger in the direction of 
Roumania too from the counties near to her. The emigration therefore 
as it has begun it went on also mostly on the peripheries. On places 
populated purely by Hungarians it spread by little. This is entirely na­
tural as a consequence of the economical causes of emigration. The 
non-Hungarians populating an inferior soil in proportion to the cultivated 
land much more densely than the Hungarians had to migrate to Ame­
rica for the same reasons that press them to go down to the Plane.
Investigating the movements of the population in the last census- 
-decade it appears that on the Hungarian region — with 14,442.000 
inhabitants ■— the loss by emigration (that is the difference between the 
natural and actual increase) was 377.783 souls =  2‘8°/o of the popu­
lation in 1900. At the same time on the non-Hungarian region — with 
a population of 3,773.000 — the loss by emigration amounted to 
156.886 souls, that is 4'4°/o. This difference becomes still more obvious 
if the loss is compared with the natural increase. Thus on the Hunga-
rian region only 24'l°/o, but on the non-Hungarian region 41'2°/o o f the 
entire natural increase get lost by emigration.
According to the statistics of emigration, among the emigrants of 
1899—1913 there were only 33' l°/o of Hungarian mother-tongue, tho’ 
the Hungarian percentage to the whole population was 53 °/o in average 
of that decade. Clearely the emigration fo r  the reasons given above 
distracts much more o f  the non-Hungarian population than o f the 
Hungarian.
The smaller increase and greater emigration of the non-Hunga­
rians during the last century have changed especially in the southern 
counties the proportions among the nationalities. In the work of Louis Nagy 
(»Notitiae politico-geographico-statisticae ind. Regni Hungáriáé«) we 
possess from the year 1825 exact informations about the number of the 
population according to communities and denominations. The number of 
Servians and Roumanians in the south coincides almost completely with 
the number of Greek-Orientals, hence the change in the number of 
Greek-Orientals is a fair index also of the change in the number o  ^
Servians and Roumanians. Taking in one the 4 southern counties (Bács- 
Bodrog, Torontál, Temes and Krassó-Szörény), including also their 
municipal towns, the figures are these:
15*
Year Total of Greek-Orientals Other denominations1)’
population in numbers in°/o in numbers in °/o-
1825 . . . . 1,467.475 875.677 597 591.798 40-3
1910 . . . . 2,394.518 1,001.867 41-4 1,392.651 58-6
Increase 927.043 126.190 14'4 800.853 135‘3
These figures show distinctly the comprehensiv changes that have 
affected the denominational and nationalistic composition of the south. 
Against the little increase of 14'4°/o of the Greek-Orientals during these 
85 years, the other denominations — mostly Roman-Catholics and mostly 
of Hungarian and German extract — exhibit an increase of 135’3°/<y 
that is almost ten-times as much. In consequence, the proportions of these 
two kinds of population have changed to the opposits. Namely in 1825 
the Greek-Orientals had a majority of almost 60°/o, while in 1910 the- 
other denominations had a similar majority.
Examining on this territory only the number of Servians and Hun­
garians it is seen that of the entire population of these 4 counties in 
the year 1825 there were about 370.000 Greek-Oriental Servians and
240.000 Hungarians. Now the number of Servians is 429.392, while 
that of the Hungarians 605.670. Thus 85 years ago the number o f the
Change of the- 
proportions 
among the 
nationalities 
in the south.
*) Mostly Rom. Cath.
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Srevians has been one and half as muck as that o f the Hungarians, 
while at present the proportion is the reverse.
It is a fact of history that the Servians being received only as re­
fugees who fled before the Turks, were considered up to 1790 — till the 
reception of the Greek-Oriental denomination — merely as guests. It is 
emphasised several times in their royal charters of privilages that, when 
iheir country will be delivered from Turkish rule, they will be obliged 
to return into their deserted home. Nor are the Servian claims justifiable 
on the basis of the present state and not even according to the principles 
of Wilson. In the above 4 southern counties the proportion o f Servians 
is  only 17'9°/o, and this too is so much mixed with other population 
that the demarcation is impossible.
But the Servian problem in Hungary is in the course of 
being solved by the Servians’gradual return to Servia. Otherwise it 
were incomprehensible why the Servians who are naturally prolific have 
reached in 85 years only an increase of 14’8°/o. The surplus produced 
by birth must have flown back in the most to Servia. This is proved 
indeed by the very large increase of the population of Servia jumping 
from 1 million in 1820 to 2,675.000 in 1905, and giving a growth Of 
167'5°/o within 85 years (figures of the Swedish statistician Sundberg). 
On neighbouring territories and in the same race it is impossible to find 
such varieties of increase — without the migration from one territory 
to the other.
■file nationalities A  few more words must be told about Transylvania, the end of
of Transylvania. Roumanian aspjrati0ns. It was already shown that the Roumanian po­
pulation of Transylvania was swelled especially during the 18-th century 
by a permanent inflow from the two provinces beyond the Karpathians. 
According to the contemporaneous estimate o f Verancsics in the 16-th 
century the Roumanians formed only V4 o f the whole population of 
Transylvania.
At present of the 2,678.367 people inhabiting the lo counties ot
Transylvania there are :
in number in °/o
Hungarians . . . . . 918.217 34-3
Germans........................ 234.085 87
Roumanians . . . . . 1,472.021 55'0
Others (mostly Gipsies) 54.044 2-0
If any one might doubt the correctness of nationalistic statistics, 
the same may compare it with the confessional statistics. For in Tran­
sylvania almost unexceptionally The Germans are Lutherans, the
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Roumanians Greek-Catholics and Greek-Orientals and the Hungarian
people are Rom.-Catholics, Reformed, Unitarians and Israelites. The
confessional statistics is th is;
in number in °/o
Roman-Catholics . . . . 375.325 14-0
Reformed........................ 399.312 14-9
Unitarians........................ 67.749 2'5
Is ra e lite s ........................ 64.074 2'4
All together . . . 906.460 33-8
Lutherans . . . . . . 229.028 8'6
Greek-Catholics . . . . 749.404 28-0
Greek-Orientals . . . . 792.864 29'6
Both together . . 1,542.268 57-6
Thus the statistics of the denominations corroborate that of the 
nationalities — especially if we remember that among the Székelys and 
in the Hungarian towns there are living some Greek-Catholics or 
Orientals whose mother-tongue is Hungarian.
However, the figures of the official statistics are corroborated by 
the Roumanian Church-lists too. That is proved by the work of Nicolae 
Mazere, professor of Jassy: »Harta Etnographica a Transilvaniei, 1909.«
Of the population of Transylvania only 55°/o are Roumanians and 
45°/b others living mostly on the eastern and south-eastern parts of 
Transylvania. Now if Transylvania were annexed to Roumania, then 
together with the 1,472.000 Roumanians, 1,206.000 non-Roumanians 
were also to be annexed and this would be an outrage against the 
selfgovernment of people. Moreover it must be considered that since 
the Roumanian immigration has ceased the Roumanian is not the more 
strongly developing people o f  Transylvania. This can be proved by 
comparing the results of the census taken in 1850 with those of 1910. 
After some corrections made on the account of changes in administrativ 
units the figures are these:
in 1850 in 1910 increase
number °/o number 7» number 7»
Hungarians . 585.342 28-2 915.066 34-9 329.724 56-3
Germans . . 219.374 10-6 233.443 8-9 14.069 6-4
Roumanians . . 1,202.050 58-0 1,421.453 54-2 219.403 18-3
Others . . . 66.971 3'2 53.194 2-0 — 13.777 -- 2 0 6
Total . . . 2,073.737 100-0 2,623.156 lOO'O 549.419 26-5
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Accordingly, the percentage of Hungarians has increased from 1850 
till 1910 with 56'3°/o, while that of the Roumanians only with 18-3°/o. 
Before 60 years there was 28 2°/o Hungarians and 58% Roumanians 
in the population of Transylvania. To-day the proportions are 34’9% 
Hungarians and 54'2°/o Roumanians. This decrease in the percentage of 
the R >umanians — like the similar process in the south among the 
Servians — is partly due the reemigration of the Roumanians to their 
ancient, land since the Turks withdrew. The change cannot be the 
effect of violent Hungarian assimilation because the are only very few 
Hung irians of the Greek-Catholic or Oriental denomination. Indeed 
during he last decades there were also some settlements founded in 
Transylvania. They are however so very insignificant that they exercise 
hardly any influence on the number of Hungarians. The whole Hunga­
rian population of the 8 settlement-villages and of the two Csángó settle­
ments at Deva and Vajdahunyad was only 8.983 souls in 1910, but the 
m >st of these settlements were nothing else than an enhancement of the 
Hungarian settlements already existing, and the settlers, excepting Nagy- 
sár.nás and the two towns came from the other parts of Transylvania. 
The bad condi- a much greater influence is exercised on the growth of the 
* "prope rHes^ of Hungarian population by the influx of industrial and mining population, 
the Hunga-ia.i But this again happens quite naturally and without any assistance of 
PfhTtafiuílnto the stlte- Mining and industry — especially the great industry — recruit 
the towns and their workmen chiefly from the ranks of agricultural proletariate. Now 
establishments ^ must be remembered that in certain respects the Hungarian agricul­
tural population is the worst off in Hungary. Namely there are among 
the Hungarian peasants the fewest proprietors and the most farm-ser­
vants and laborers. Therefore it is natural that beside the people of 
the environment first of all the Hungarian agricultural proletarians 
should draw to mines and industrial establishments. The table below 
shows clearly the reasons of this:
Herefrom
, ,  ,, , Total of agricultural laborers and servants
Mother-tongue earning male population in number in°/o
Hungarian.................... 1,790.114 84i.l89 47'0
G erm an ........................ 296.119 80.726 27’3
S l o v a k ........................ 400.114 133.292 333
Roumanian.................... 851.632 266.220 31'3
R uthenian.................... 109.257 25.823 23'6
Croatian........................ 42.724 9.629 22 5
S e rv ia n ........................ 117.977 46.813 397
Other . ........................  74,487________ 31.914 42'8
Together . . . 3,682.424 1,435.606 3P'0
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Thus of the Hungarian agricultural male population almost one 
half is landless. On the other hand of the Ruthenian and Croatian 
peasants not even a quarter, of the Roumanians less than 1fl belongs 
to this class. This is the cause why the Hungarians have flooded rapidly 
the places o f new mining or industrial enterprises and why they have 
rushed into the towns even on non-Hungarian regions.
Summing up the results of this research we may draw the following 
conclusion from the historical development of the population of Hungary :
1. the population of Hungary has increased in the 18-th century 
exceptionally by foreign immigration. 2. Nearly half of the non-Hungarians 
living in Hungary has descended from predecessors who have come in 
since the 18-th century. 3. Without this foreign immigration provoked 
by the devastations of the Turkish rule at least 75°/o of the population 
of Hungary were of Hungarian mother-tongue. 4. The Hungarians were 
saved by the Plane and by the territory right from the Danube. These 
places were not inundated by great masses of foreign immigrants and 
these large basins of Hungarian population have swallowed the little 
streams of non-Hungarians flowing down from the mountainous peri­
pheries. 5. The later advance too of the Hungarians was secured beside 
theii greater force of multiplication by the permanent inflow of the 
non-Hungarians into the Hungarian region. 6. The cause and explana­
tion of this inflow is the complete economical and geographical unity 
of Hungary in consequence of which the economically poorer non- 
Hungarian regions having a denser population in comparison to the 
cultivated land — permanently transfer their surplus population to the 
Hungarian regions. 7. For the same reason the emigration is much 
greater from the non-Hungarian regions as it is from the Hungarian. 
8. Of all the nationalities in Hungary the Hungarians are the worst provided 
with land so far as among the Hungarian peasants the proletarians are 
in greatest number. 1 his explains in great part the rapid spread of the 
Hungarians in the towns or in mining and industrial plants — also in 
non-Hungarian regions -  the industrialism recruiting its working hands 
first of all from the agricultural proletariate.
•Pe3ti könyvnyomda- ? óazvény-idrsaedg.

